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6.5

QUALITY ASSURANCE

The level of quality assurance and quality control (QA/QC) for the collection,
preservation, transportation, and analysis of each sample which is required for
implementation of this Agreement shall be dependent upon the data quality
objectives for the sample. Such data quality objectives shall be specified in
RCRA closure plans, the RCRA permit, and other relevant plans that may be used
to describe sampling and analyses at RCRA TSD units.

The QA/QC requirements shall range from those necessary for non-
laboratory field screening activities to those necessary to support a comprehensive
laboratory analysis that will be used in final decision-making, This-rangeof
QA/OC options-is-ineluded tn-the - Data-Quahity Strategy-for- Hantord Site
Characterization -{as-Hsted-in Appendix-F)-~This-decument-is subject to-approval
bv-EPA-and Ecology.

Based upon the data quality objectives, the DOE shall comply with EPA
guidance documents for QA/QC and sampling and analysis activities, which are
taken to implement the Agreement. Such guidance includes:

“Guidance for the Data Quality Objectives Process” (EPA QA/G-4, Final
September 1994}

EPA Requirements for Quality Assurance Project Plans for Environmental Data
Operations {(EPA QA/R-5, Interim Final, January 1994); and

“Gardelines-and Specitieations forPreparinug-Quahity- Assurance Program
Plans™ - (QAMS-H04/80):

Claterin Gudanee-and-Specrtieations-tor Preparing Quabity Assurance
Proneet-Plans {OAMS-005/80):

“DPata-Quabty-Objectivestor Remedial-Response-Activities THERA/S30:G-
87003 and ©04): and

“Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Physical/Chemical Methods”
(EPA/SW-846).

In some instances, RCRA TSD units are included in operable units and are
scheduled for investigation and closure as part of the operable unit remedial
action. DOE shall follow the provisions of Section 7.8 for QA/QC for sampling
and analysis activities at these land disposal units.




In regard to QA requirements for construction for RCRA land disposal
facilities, DOE shall comply with “Technical Guidance Document: Construction
Quality Assurance for Land Disposal Facilities” (EPA/530-SW-86-031).

Eor-analytical chemistry-and-radiologicat-laberateries —+the-QA/OQC plans must
welude-the-elements-hsted-tnGuidance-on-Preparation-of Laboratorv-Quakity
Assurance-Rlans—tas-listed-in-appendes). DOE shall submit laboratory QA/QC
plans to the lead regulatory agency for review as secondary documents prior to
use of that laboratory. In the event that DOE fails to demonstrate to the lead
regulatory agency that data generated pursuant to this Agreement was obtained in
accordance with the QA/QC requirements of this section, including laboratory
QA/QC plans, DOE shall repeat sampling or analysis as required by the lead
regulatory agency. Such action by the lead regulatory agency shall not preclude
any other action which may be taken pursuant to this Agreement. For other data,
the lead regulatory agency may request DOE to provide QA/QC documentation.
Any such data that does not meet the QA/QC standard required by this section
shall be clearly flagged and noted to indicate this fact.



7.8

QUALITY ASSURANCE

The level of quality assurance and quality control (QA/QC) for the collection,
preservation, transportation, and analysis of each sample which is required for
implementation of this Agreement shall be dependent upon the data quality
objectives for the sample. Such data quality objectives shall be specified in RUFS
or RFI/CMS work plans or in other work plans that may be used to describe
sampling and analyses at CERCLA or RCRA past-practice units.

The QA/QC requirements shall range from those necessary for non-
laboratory field screening activities to those necessary to support a comprehensive
laboratory analysis that will be used in final decision-making. Fhis rance of
QA/QC options-is-included-in-the " Data-Qualite- Strategy for-Hanford Site
Charactertzation{as-hsted-ta-Appendi-Er—This-doswment is-subteet-to approval
by ERA-ard-Ecolouyv-

Based upon the data quality objectives, the DOE shall comply with EPA
guidance documents for QA/QC and sampling and analysis activities which are
taken to implement the Agreement. Such guidance includes:

Guidance for the Data Quality Objectives Process (EPA QA ./G-4, Final,
September 1994); and

EPA Regquirements for Quality Assurance Project Plans for Environmental Data
Operations (EPA QA/R-5, Interim Final, January 1694):

“Gaidelines-and Specifications-for Prepartnz-Quality-Assurance -Program
Plans -+ AMS 604805

“lateriny Guidance and Specifieationsfor-Preparine Quality “\ssurance
Profect-Plans {QAMS-00586) and

o “Data Qualtty-Obtectves for Remediat Response Activities”
(ERASJOMG-8T003 and D04,

In regard to quality assurance requirements for construction of land
disposal factlities, DOE shall comply with “Technical Guidance Document:
Construction Quality Assurance for Land Disposal Facilities” (EPA/530-SW-86-
031).

For analvtical chemistrv-and-rachologieakaboratories—the QAQC plany nrust
thelude the elements hsted-t “Guidance-on Preparation-ofLaboratorv-Oualiny
AssuranceMans -(as Hsted 1 appendix By, DOE shall submit Iaboraiory QNQC
plans to EPA and Ecology for review as secondary documents prior to use of that
laboratory. In the event that DOE fails to demonstrate to the lead regulatory




agency that data generated pursuant to this Agreement was obtained in
accordance with the QA/QC requirements of this section, including laboratory
QA/QC plans, DOE shall repeat sampling or analysis as required by the lead
regulatory agency. Such action by the lead regulatory agency shall not preclude
any other action which may be taken pursuant to this Agreement. For other data,
the lead regulatory agency may request DOE to provide QA/QC documentation.
Any such data that does not meet the QA/QC standards required by this section
shall be clearly flagged and noted to indicate this fact.



Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date
Change Control Form June 23, 1998

Do not use blua ink. Type or print using black ink,

Originator ‘ Phone
Jerry Yokel 509-736-3009

Class of Change

{ X ]! - Signatories [ 11l - Executive Manager [ 111 - Project Manager

Change Title
Quality Assurance Sections of the Tri-Party Agreement (TPA).

Description/Justification of Change
Secticns 6.5 and 7.8 of the TPA contain outdated Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Guidance Documents.

Impact of Change

These sections will be updated with the most current EPA Guidance Documents. This change will enable project
managers to comply with these EPA Guidance Documents for quality assurance/quality control and sampling and
analysis activities, which are taken to implement the TPA.

Affected Documents
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order

Approvals
R Approved Disapproved
DOE Date
Approved Disapproved
EPA Date
B Approved Disapproved
Ecclogy Date




Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date
M-15-98-02 Change Control Form June 3, 1998

Do not use blus ink. Typa or print using tiack Ink.

riginator Phone
. G. McLeod {509) 372-0096
OE/RICHLAND OPERATIONS-ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PROJECT

lass of Change
[ 11- Signatories [X] II - Executive Manager [ ] II - Project Manager

hange Title
evision to Milestone M-15-23B for the 300-FF-2 Operable Unit
escription/Justification of Change

hange the date for milestone M-15-23-B, “Submit the 300-FF-2 operable unit FFS and PP for regulator review” from July 31, 1999
o November 30, 1999.

e 30(0-FF-2 Limited Field Investigation (LFI) report (DOE/RL-96-42) assumed that waste sites that were near or under active
acilities (TSD or other) would be deferred until such time as characterization activities could be coordinated with D&D and RCRA
ctivities. This would resuit in additional LFIs, and subsequent records of decision (RODs), in the future. Based on these

sumptions the scope of the Focused Feasibility Study (FFS) and Proposed Plan (PP) was limited to approximately 40 waste sites
at had been addressed in the LFI report, out of a total of about 415 waste sites that comprise the entire 300-FF-2 Operable Unit.

cent discussions have concluded that all known 300-FF-2 wastes sites will be included in the FFS and PP so that only one ROD
will be necessary. With the inclusion of the additional waste sites, four additional months are needed to complete the documents.

in the FFS and PP. Any sites identified subsequent to this will be addressed in a manner that will be agreed to by the regulators and

E/aste sites that have been accepted into the WIDS database through October 1, 1998, will form the basis for the sites to be addressed
QE/RL. The information contained in WIDS or other readily available sources will form the information base for the FFS and PP.

e FFS and PP will be similar in approach, level of detail, and format to counterpart 100 Area Remaining Sites project documents,
including the waste site categorization process. For those 300 Area WIDS waste sites where LFI or other data are not available to
nalize the nature and extent of contamination, the observational approach will be mandated in the FFS and PP, to obtain the

ecessary waste site information. Such additional site characterization will generally occur after the record of decision has been
igned.

atisfactory completion of this mulestone will also suffice to complete milestone M-15-00B, “Complete all 300 Area operable unit
re-ROD site investigations under approved work plan schedules” which is scheduled for December 31, 1999,

odify target date for M-15-23B (steieothrough indicates text to be removed, SR indicates text to be added)

-15-23B Submit the 300-FF-2 Focused Feasibility Study Report (FFS) and Proposed Plan for H3100

Regulator Review. -
=

pact of Change

cluding more information in the documents will lengthen their preparation time (and the milestone) by four months.
ected Documents .

anford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan.

Approvals
Approved Disapproved
E Date
Approved Disapproved
[EPA Date
Approved ____ Disapproved
“Enology Date




Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date
M-16-98-03 Change Control Form June 18, 1998

Do not use biua Ini. Type or print using black ink.

Originator Phone
G. L. Goldberg (509) 376-9552
DOERICHLAND OPERATIONS-ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PROJECT

Class of Change
[ 11- Signatories [X] II - Executive Manager [ ]I - Project Manager

Change Title
Extend target dates for M-16-07B, M-16-08B, and M-16-26B. Establish milestones for 100-FR-1, 100-FR-2, 100-HR-1, and

100-KR-1 remediation.

Description/Justification of Change

In FY96 interim milestones were established for Remediation and Backfill of the original 37 liquid waste sites listed in the 100
Area ROD in the 100-BC-1, 100-DR-1, and 100-HR-1 Operable Units (OU’s). The predicted volumes of contaminated material at
100-BC-1 and 100-DR-1 have increased substantially and the 100 Area ROD had been amended to include additional liquid waste
sites in 100-BC-1, 100-DR-1, and 100-HR-1, plus sites in 100-BC-2, 100-DR-2, 100-FR-1, 100-FR-2 and 100-KR-1, requiring the
existing interitn milestones to be modified and the target dates to be extended to include the additional scope of work. In addition
new interim milestones are being established for completion of liquid waste site remediation for 100-HR-1 and initiation/
completion of liquid waste site remediation for 100-FR-1 and 100-FR-2. A new interim milestone is established to initiate waste
site cleanup at 100-KR-1 OU.

Modify target dates for M-16-07B, M-16-08B, and M-16-26B, add M-16-26C, M-16-13A |, M-16-13B, and M-16-10A
(strikethrough indicates text to be removed, [RRR indicates text to be added)

M-16-08B Complete Remediation and Backfill of 15 Waste Sites and Process 13199

Effluent Pipelines in the 100-BC-1 Operable Unitf as defined R
in the Remedial Design Report/Remedial Action Work Plan for the 100 Area.

M-16-07B Complete Remediation and Backfill of 15 B8 Liquid Waste Sites and Process 830408
Effluent Pipelines in the 100-DR-1 Operable Unitf as defined [
in the Remedial Design Report/Remedial Action Work Plan for the 100 Area.

Impact of Change

Contaminated volumes have increased from the time the milestones were established, while the rate of remediation {250,000 more
tons to ERDF by the end of FY98) have also increased. The addition of the 100 Area ROD Amendment sites to the milestones will
ensure all liquid waste sites are remediated prior to demobilization from an Operable Unit.

Affected Documents
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan

Approvals
—_— Approved Disapproved
DOE Date
_Approved Disapproved
EPa Date — Page 1 0f 2
— Approved Disapproved
Ecology Date




June 18, 1998
Page 2 of 2

G
M-16-26B Complete Remediation, Backfill, and Revegetation of 32 Waste Sites il 1031400
in the 100-BC-1, , 100-DR-1, I
& 100-HR-1 Operable Units as defined in the Remedial Design Report/
Remedial Action Work Plan for the 100 Area.
I N
—




Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Date

M-16-98-04 Change Control Form May 20, 1998
Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black Ink.

Originator Phone
0. Robertsen (509) 373-6295
DOE/RICHLAND OPERATIONS-ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PROJECT

Class of Change
[ 11I- Signatories [X] II - Executive Manager [ 10I - Project Manager

Change Title
Establish interim milestones for initiation of excavation associated with ERDF cells 3 & 4 construction and completion of
construction and readiness to accept waste in cells 3 & 4.

Description/Justification of Change
M-16-92A Initiate excavation associated with ERDF cells 3 & 4 Construction 9/30/98

M-16-92B ERDF cells 3 & 4 ready to accept remediation waste 12/31/99

Impact of Change
These milestones represent initiation of excavation for construction and completion of cells 3 & 4 at ERDF.

Affected Documents
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan

Approvals
) . Approved Disapproved
DOE Date
Approved Disapproved
EPA Date
) Approved Disapproved
Ecology Date




}

Change Number Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order )4
M-16-93-02 Change Control Form Jané 998

Do not use blue ink. Type or print using black ink,

Originator Phone
G. L. Goldberg (509) 376-9552
DOE/RICHLAND OPERATIONS-ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION PROJECT

Class of Change
[ 11- Signatories [X] II - Executive Manager [ 1III - Project Manager

Change Title
Extend milestone date M-16-26A.

Description/Justification of Change

In FY96 interim milestones were established for Remediation and Backfill of the original 37 liquid waste sites listed in the 100
Area ROD in the 100-BC-1, 100-DR-1, and 100-HR-1 Operable Units (OU’s). The predicted volumes of contaminated material at
100-BC-1 and 100-DR-1 have increased substantially and the 100 Area ROD has been amended to include additional liquid waste
sites in 100-BC-1, 100-DR-1, and 100-HR-1, plus sites in 100-BC-2, 100-DR-2, 100-FR-1, 100-FR-2 and 100-KR-1, requiring the
existing interim milestone date to be extended.

Modify milestone date for M-16-26A (strikethrough indicates text to be removed, [ indicates text to be added)

M-16-26A Initiate Remedial Action 100-HR-1 Operable Unit. 9/30/08

Impact of Change

Contaminated volumes have increased from the time the milestones were established, while the rate of remediation (250,000 more
tons to ERDF by the end of FY98) have also increased. The addition of the 100 Area ROD Amendment sites to the milestones will
ensure all liquid waste sites are remediated prior to demobilization from an Operable Unit. .

Affected Documents
Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order Action Plan

Approvals
Approved Disapproved
DOE Date
B Approved Disapproved
EPA Date
) Approved ___ Disapproved
Ecology Date




AGENDA
INTER AGENCY MANAGEMENT INTEGRATION TEAM (IAMIT)
MEETING

June 23, 1998
1:00 PM - 1:30 PM

EPA CONFERENCE ROOM
712 SWIFT BLVD.,, SUITE 5

{CHAIRPERSON: D. R. SHERWOOD)

1:00 pm INTRODUCTION OF DR. ROBERT SHOUP (FDH-ES&H) TO THE IAMIT
(R. Shoup)

1:10 pm PRESENT FINAL DRAFT OF QUALITY ASSURANCE CHANGES TO THE
TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT  (J. Yokel)

1:20 pm APPROVAL OF TRI-PARTY AGREEMENT CHANGE REQUESTS
- M-1598-02 Revise 300-FF-2 milestone
- M-16-98-03 Establish 100-FR-1, FR-2 milestones
- M-16-98-04 Establish ERDF expansion milestones

- M-16-98-02 Revise 100-HR-1 interim milestone

1:30 pm ADJOURN

IMAGENDA.JUN.DOC



Inter Agency Management Integration Team
EPA Conference Room

712 Swift Blvd., Richland
June 23,1998

Dr. Robert Shoup, Vice President of FDH/ES&H presented his background and
objectives on Tri-Party Agreement matters.

The DOE, EPA and Ecology IAMIT members approved the following Tri-Party
Agreement Change Requests:

M-15-98-02 - “Revision to Milestone M-15-23B for the 300-FF-2 Operable Unit.”
M-16-98-02 - “Extend milestone date M-16-26A."

M-16-98-03 - “Extend milestone dates for M-16-07B, M-16-08B, and M-16-26B.
Establish milestones for 100-FR-1, 100-FR-2, 100-HR-1, and 100-KR-1
remediation.”

M-16-98-04 - “Establish interim milestones for initiation of excavation associated with
ERDEF cells 3 and 4 construction and completion of construction and
readiness to accept waste in cells 3 and 4.7

The IAMIT discussed the reprinting of the Tri-Party Agreement. It was decided that the
updating and reprinting of the hard copy of the Tri-Party Agreement should wait until the

end of July in anticipation of approval of a major revision of Appendix C at the July 28,
1998 TAMIT meeting.

M. Harmon of DOE-HQ requested 50 copies of the new Tri-Party Agreement when it
is reprinted.



ATTENDEES
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